March 25, 1983 LB 350
CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays, M. President, on adoption of
conm ttee amendnents.

SPEAKER NI CHOL: The commi ttee anendnents are adopt ed.
Senator Vickers.

SENATOR VICKERS: M. President and nenbers, LB 350 is a

bill designed to nake it a little bit easier for the
utility conpanies to bring civil penalties, and | stress
the word "civil" penalties, against those people who

through actions that they may take would divert the
utility around or by the neter that was designed to

meter the utility and that utility would be water, gas

or electricity which would cause the rest of the people
of course, the users of the electrlcity ox' water or gas,
to pay for the differences. One of the main portions of
the bill is that it applies also in subsectlon | of Sec-
tlon | on lines 10 and 11 on page 2, to those 1lnstances
where they would be limting the anount of electricity,
gas or water consunmed because of the high uses of elec-
tricity, especially electricity, in rural Nebraska for
irrigation. There have been a nunber of the public power
districts and cooperatives that have 1nstigated | oad con-
trol devices which in essence gives an individual or a
user a cheaper rate if they will agree to use their elec-
triclty or run theix' 1rrigation well at a certain tine of
the day or certain days of the week. Under the current
statutes if sonebody should figure out a way to alleviate
or go around that device and use electricity at the tine
when they are not supposed to be uslng it there would be,
that technically would not be illegal because it was stil
being nmetered. Yet if theyare doing that it could cause
a drastic increase in the cost to the district or the
cooperative because it would increase their rachet charge
per haps whi ch coul d cost them thousands of dollars for
the whol e year. The purpose of this |language in there is
to make it clear that circunventing |oad control devices
woul d be Just as illegal as circunventing a neter to start
with. The other parts of the bill deal with, at the present
time under the statutes a utility has to catch the person
putting the device on, in the act practically. Thiswould
give themthe ability to bring charges agai nst an individ-
ual if they found a nmeter that had been tanpered with. It
woul d al so be arebuttabl e presunption that that person who
was responsible for paying that bill had, in fact, been
the one that tanpered with the neter. That x'ebuttable
presunpti on of course, as | understand it, would be able
to be argued in court as to whether or not that actually
took place. It also gives the utllity the ability to
chaxge a, as Senator Schmt pointed out with the committee



